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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 17-23 have been examined. Application 09/802,082 (System and method 
for providing consumer rewards ) has a filing date 03/08/2001 and Claims Priority from 
Provisional Application 60221468 (07/26/2000). Assignor: Transmedia Network Inc and 
Assignee: Idine Rewards Network Inc. 

Response to Amendment 

2. In response to Non Final Rejection filed 10/04/2005, the Applicant filed an 
Amendment on 08/22/2006, which amended claims 17 and 18. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

3. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 17-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Feidelson (US 6,345,261 ). 

As per claim 17, Feidelson teaches: 

A method for allowing a consumer to receive benefits associated with an 
incentive program created by a business, the method comprising: 

accepting via a network a registration of a member consumer entitling the 
member consumer to benefits of the incentive program, the registration including 
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information indicative of a credit card of the member consumer (see column 8, lines 1- 
13); 

comparing credit card transactional information representative of a plurality of 
transactions with the information indicative of the credit card of the member consumer 
to determine if one of the transactions was performed by the member consumer at the 
business (see column 10, line 51 - col 11, line 30); 

and rewarding the member consumer in accordance with the benefits of the 
incentive program if it is determined in the step of comparing that the member consumer 
did perform a transaction at the business (see column 1 1 , lines 5-45). 

As per claim 18, Feidelson teaches: 

A computer-readable media having instructions for determining if a transaction by 
a member consumer meets a requirement of a rewards program of a member business, 
the instructions performing steps comprising: 

receiving transaction information including information identifying a plurality of 
consumers where at least one of the consumers is not the member consumer, 
information identifying a plurality of businesses, where at least one of the businesses is 
not the member business, information pertaining to the purchase of a goods or service 
by each of plurality of consumers at one of the businesses, and information pertaining to 
the use of credit card by each of the consumers at each of the businesses comprising 
an identifier for the respective business and a credit card number for the respective 
consumer (see column 1 0, line 52 - col 1 1 , line 30); 
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determining if one of the consumers identified in the transaction information is the 
member consumer (see column 1 1 , lines 5-30); 

determining if one of the businesses identified in the transaction information is 
the member business (see column 11, lines 5-30; col 13, lines 19-50); and 

if it is determined that the consumer is the member consumer and the business is 
the member business, rewarding the member consumer in accordance with the 
requirements of the rewards program of the member business (see col 13, lines 20-65). 

As per claim 19, Feidelson teaches: 

The computer-readable media as recited in claim 18, wherein the identifier for the 
business is compared against a list of identifiers of member businesses to determine if 
the business is the member business and the credit card number of the consumer is 
compared against a list of credit card numbers of member consumers to determine if 
the consumer is the member consumer (see col 11, lines 5-30). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Feidelson (US 6,345,261 ) in view of Walker (US 6,327,573). 
As per claim 20, Feidelson fails to teach: 
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The computer-readable media as recited in claim 19, wherein the information 
pertaining to the purchase of a good or service by the consumer at the business 
comprises a day of sale and a time of sale. However, Walker teaches a system that 
evaluates the time and day of consumers' transactions in order to give said consumers 
awards, which are time restricted (see Walker figure 4b item 460; col 11, lines 47-65). 
Therefore, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
application was made, to know that Feidelson 's administrator system would use the 
credit card and member information from registration form to identify member purchases 
at participating businesses and would identify the time and day of said purchases in 
order to give members awards which are time restricted. 

As per claim 21 , Feidelson fails to teach: 

The computer-readable media as recited in claim 20, wherein the requirement of 
the rewards program comprises a specification that a transaction must occur on a 
predetermined day and the day of sale is compared against the predetermined day to 
determine if the requirement of the rewards program was met. However, Walker 
teaches a system that evaluates the time and day of consumers 1 transactions in order to 
give said consumers awards, which are time restricted (see Walker figure 4b item 460; 
col 11, lines 47-65). Therefore, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the application was made, to know that Feidelson 's administrator system 
would use the credit card and member information from registration form to identify 
member purchases at participating businesses and would identify the time and day of 
said purchases in order to give members awards which are time restricted. 
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As per claim 22, Feidelson fails to teach: 

The computer-readable media as recited in claim 21, wherein the requirement of 
the rewards program comprises a specification that a transaction must occur during a 
predetermined time and that the member consumer make a reservation to transact 
business during the predetermined time, and the time of sale is compared against the 
predetermined time and the reservation time to determine if the requirements of the 
rewards program were met. However, Walker teaches a system that evaluates the time 
and day of consumers' transactions in order to give said consumers awards, which are 
time restricted (see Walker figure 4b item 460; col 1 1 , lines 47-65). Therefore, it would 
have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the application was 
made, to know that Feidelson 's administrator system would use the credit card and 
member information from registration form to identify member purchases at participating 
businesses and would identify the time and day of said purchases in order to give 
members awards which are time restricted. 

As per claim 23, Feidelson fails to teach: 

The computer-readable media as recited in claim 22, wherein comparing the time 
of sale to the reservation time comprises examining the time of sale to determine if it 
falls within a window of time based upon the reservation time. However, Walker 
teaches a system that evaluates the time and day of consumers' transactions in order to 
give said consumers awards, which are time restricted (see Walker figure 4b item 460; 
col 11, lines 47-65). Therefore, it would have obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the application was made, to know that Feidelson 's administrator system 
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would use the credit card and member information from registration form to identify 
member purchases at participating businesses and would identify the time and day of 
said purchases in order to give members awards which are time restricted. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 17-23 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to DANIEL LASTRA whose telephone number is 571-272- 
6720 and fax 571-273-6720. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30-6:00. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, ERIC W. STAMBER can be reached on 571-272-6724. The official Fax 
number is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about, the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Daniel Lastra 
October 21, 2006 




